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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Daniel Marquez, Fish and Wildlife 
Biologist, see ADDRESSES, (telephone: 
760–431–9440; fax: 760–431–9624). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following applicants have applied for 
scientific research permits to conduct 
certain activities with endangered 
species pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(A) 
of the Endangered Species Act (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (‘‘we’’) solicits review 
and comment from local, State, and 
Federal agencies, and the public on the 
following permit requests. Before 
including your address, phone number, 
e-mail address, or other personal 
identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that 
your entire comment—including your 
personal identifying information—may 
be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Permit No. TE–168924 
Applicant: Jeff E. Gurule, North Fork, 

California. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), the San Diego fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta sandiegonensis), and the 
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus 
packardi) in conjunction with surveys 
throughout the range of each species in 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–168923 
Applicant: Randall L. Stringer, 

Carmichael, California. 
The applicant requests a permit to 

take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), and the vernal pool tadpole 
shrimp (Lepidurus packardi) in 
conjunction with surveys throughout 
the range of each species in California 
for the purpose of enhancing their 
survival. 

Permit No. TE–043630 
Applicant: San Francisco Estuary 

Institute, Oakland, California 
The applicant requests an amendment 

to take (harass by survey) the California 
clapper rail (Rallus longirostris 
obsoletus) in conjunction with 

ecological research in San Francisco, 
Contra Costa, Sacramento, Solano, 
Napa, Sonoma, and Marin Counties for 
the purpose of enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–066621 
Applicant: Naval Base Ventura County 

Point Mugu, Point Mugu, California. 
The permittee requests and 

amendment to take (harass by survey) 
the light footed clapper rail (Rallus 
longirostris levipes) and take (band 
chicks) the California least tern (Sterna 
antillarum browni) in conjunction with 
surveys and population monitoring at 
Naval Base Ventura County Point Mugu, 
California, for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–110373 
Applicant: Eric F. Kline, San Diego, 

California. 

The applicant requests an amendment 
to take (survey by pursuit) the Quino 
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas 
editha quino) in conjunction with 
surveys throughout the range of the 
species in California for the purpose of 
enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168927 
Applicant: Drew C. Stokes, San Diego, 

California. 

The permittee requests a permit to 
take (harass by survey, capture, handle, 
tag, collect tissue, mark by toe-clipping, 
and release) the arroyo southwestern 
toad (Bufo microscaphus californicus) 
in conjunction with surveys throughout 
the range of the species in California for 
the purpose of enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–839480 

Applicant: Richard Zembal, Laguna 
Hills, California. 
The applicant requests an amendment 

to take (harass by survey and monitor) 
the California least tern (Sterna 
antillarum browni) in conjunction with 
population monitoring and other life 
history studies in Orange County 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168926 

Applicant: Kailash K. Mozumder, 
Encinitas, California. 
The applicant requests a permit to 

take (survey by pursuit) the Quino 
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas 
editha quino) in conjunction with 
surveys throughout the range of the 
species in California for the purpose of 
enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168957 

Applicant: Virginia M. VonBerg, San 
Luis Obispo, California. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), the San Diego fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta sandiegonensis), and the 
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus 
packardi) in conjunction with surveys 
throughout the range of each species in 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–142435 
Applicant: Debra Shier, Topanga, 

California. 
The applicant requests an amenment 

to take (capture, handle, mark, 
translocate, and release) the Stephens’ 
kangaroo rat (Dipodomys stephensi) in 
conjunction with surveys and 
population monitoring throughout the 
range of the species in California for the 
purpose of enhancing its survival. 

We solicit public review and 
comment on each of these recovery 
permit applications. Comments and 
materials we receive will be available 
for public inspection, by appointment, 
during normal business hours at the 
address listed in the ADDRESSES section 
of this notice. 

Dated: December 10, 2007. 
Michael Fris, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 8, 
Sacramento, California. 
[FR Doc. E7–24246 Filed 12–13–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians’ 
Proposed Trust Acquisition and 
Casino/Hotel Project, City of San 
Jacinto, Riverside County, CA 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), 
in cooperation with the Soboba Band of 
Luiseño Indians (Tribe), intends to 
gather information necessary for 
preparing an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for a proposed fee-to- 
trust land acquisition and casino and 
hotel project (Proposed Action) located 
within the City of San Jacinto, Riverside 
County, California. The purpose of the 
Proposed Action is to improve the tribal 
economy in order to better enable the 
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Tribe to provide governmental services, 
perform governmental functions, create 
jobs and career opportunities for tribal 
members and develop programs that 
would assist tribal members to attain 
economic self-sufficiency. This notice 
also announces a public scoping 
meeting to identify potential issues, 
alternatives and content for inclusion in 
the EIS. 
DATES: Written comments on the scope 
of the EIS must arrive by January 22, 
2008. The public scoping meeting will 
be held January 8, 2008, from 6 p.m. to 
8 p.m., or until all those who register to 
make statements have been heard. 
ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand carry 
written comments to Ms. Amy 
Dutschke, Acting Regional Director, 
Pacific Regional Office, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way, 
Sacramento, California 95825. 

The public scoping meeting will be 
held at the Hemet Public Library, 2nd 
floor, 300 E. Latham, Hemet, California 
92543. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John 
Rydzik, (916) 978–6042. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Tribe 
proposes that 289.88± acres of land 
located within the City of San Jacinto, 
Riverside County, California, be 
acquired into trust for the Tribe. The 
land is located in the foothills on the 
west side of the San Jacinto Mountains 
that separate the San Jacinto River Basin 
to the west from the Coachella Valley to 
the east, and adjacent to the San Jacinto 
River. 

Of the 289.88± acres, 35 to 40 acres 
are proposed for development. The 
remaining acreage would remain in its 
current state, which consists of an 
existing golf course (156.36 acres) and 
maintenance facility, and on-going club 
house development. The proposed new 
development would consist of a 90,000± 
square foot casino facility with 70,000± 
square foot gaming floor, various food 
and beverage establishments, conference 
space, spa, and four retail 
establishments; a 300-room, 224,000± 
square foot hotel; a multi-level, 2200 
space parking garage; a tribal fire 
station; a wastewater treatment plant; 
and supporting facilities. The new 
gaming facility would replace the 
existing one located on reservation 
lands. 

Access to the site would be via Lake 
Park Drive and Soboba Road, by way of 
a new access point/driveway. The 
proposed hotel and casino complex 
would be generally located at the 
intersection of Soboba Road and Lake 
Park Drive and abut the existing golf 
course. The proposed wastewater 
treatment plant and fire station would 

be on the southern side of Lake Park 
Drive. 

The Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
is a federally recognized Indian tribe 
governed by a tribal council consisting 
of five members, under a federally 
approved constitution. The Tribe 
currently has a federally approved 
tribal-state gaming compact with the 
State of California. 

Public Comment and Solicitation 
Comments, including names and 

addresses of respondents, will be 
available for public review at the BIA 
address shown in the ADDRESSES 
section, during business hours, 8 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except holidays. Before including your 
address, phone number, e-mail address 
or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, you 
should be aware that your entire 
comment—including your personal 
identifying information—may be made 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Authority 
This notice is published in 

accordance with section 1501.7, 1506.6 
and 1508.22 of the Council on 
Environmental Quality Regulations (40 
CFR parts 1500 through 1508) 
implementing the procedural 
requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.), and 
the Department of the Interior Manual 
(516 DM 1–6), and is in the exercise of 
authority delegated to the Assistant 
Secretary—Indian Affairs by 209 DM 
8.1. 

Dated: November 9, 2007. 
Carl J. Artman, 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs. 
[FR Doc. E7–24293 Filed 12–13–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–W7–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AK–010–08–1410-PN] 

Notice of Closure of Aviation Areas at 
Campbell Tract Facility Administrative 
Site 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Closure. 

SUMMARY: In the interest of public and 
operational safety, the Bureau of Land 

Management is closing four areas used 
by aircraft at its Campbell Tract Facility 
in Anchorage, Alaska, to public or 
private entry, access or use. The four 
areas are: The Campbell Airstrip and the 
Campbell Tract Facility heliport, aircraft 
ramp, and aircraft taxiway between the 
airstrip and aircraft ramp areas. 
Recreational uses authorized on other 
portions of the Campbell Tract and the 
adjacent Municipality of Anchorage Far 
North Bicentennial Park are prohibited 
within the four areas named above. This 
order is issued under the authority of 43 
CFR 8364.1 and affects the following 
public lands: 

Seward Meridian, Alaska. 

T. 12 N., R. 3 W. 
Portions of Sections 2 and 3. 

DATES: The closure is effective upon 
publication of this notice and will 
remain in effect year-round until 
amended or rescinded by the authorized 
officer. 
ADDRESSES: Maps of the affected area 
and closure information are available at 
the BLM Anchorage Field Office, 6881 
Abbott Loop Road, Anchorage, Alaska. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: 
Mike Zaidlicz, Field Manager, 
Anchorage Field Office, 6881 Abbott 
Loop Road, Anchorage, Alaska 99507, 
(907) 267–1246 or toll free (800) 478– 
1263. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to 43 CFR 8364.1, the following areas 
within the 730-acre administrative site 
known as the Campbell Tract Facility, 
located in Anchorage, Alaska, and 
managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management Anchorage Field Office, 
are closed to all public and private 
access, use and entry: (1) Campbell 
Airstrip, (2) Campbell Tract Facility 
heliport, (3) Campbell Tract Facility 
aircraft ramp, and (4) Campbell Tract 
Facility aircraft taxiway between the 
airstrip and aircraft ramp. These 
affected areas are actively used by 
aircraft on an intermittent basis. This 
closure is necessary to ensure public 
safety, as well as operational 
management and safety. 

Within the areas described above: 
1. No person shall use, remain on, 

occupy, or access any land unless 
specifically authorized by the BLM. 

2. All private or public use, including 
recreational use allowed on other 
portions of the Campbell Tract Facility 
and adjacent Municipality of Anchorage 
Far North Bicentennial Park lands, is 
prohibited. 

3. All access or use by people and 
domestic animals, including, but not 
limited to, dogs and horses, is 
prohibited. 
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1.0 Background 

1.1 Introduction 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), in coordination with the Soboba Band of Luiseño 
Indians (Tribe), is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed fee-to-
trust land transfer (the Proposed Action).  The subject property, known as the Horseshoe 
Grande property, consists of 34 parcels, totaling 534.91± acres of land, located in the City of 
San Jacinto, Riverside County, California.  In addition to the land transfer, the Proposed 
Action also includes the relocation of the Tribe’s existing casino, which presently resides on 
trust lands which are adjacent to the subject property.  Furthermore, the Proposed Action 
includes the development of a 300 room hotel complex that would be connected to the 
proposed casino.  Within the proposed casino-hotel complex, various food and beverage 
services, conference center, spa and fitness center, and four retail establishments are also 
proposed.  The other proposed developments on the subject property would include a Tribal 
fire station and gas station/convenience store.  The purpose of the Proposed Action is to 
improve the tribal economy in order to better enable the Tribe to provide governmental 
services, perform governmental functions, create jobs and career opportunities for tribal 
members and develop programs that would assist tribal members to attain economic self-
sufficiency.  

As part of the review and approval process for the fee-to-trust action and Section 20 
determination, the Department of the Interior (DOI), through the BIA, must comply with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Pursuant to NEPA requirements, BIA has 
determined that an EIS is necessary to assess the potential environmental effects of the 
Tribe’s land use proposal and alternatives to that proposal. The EIS will be prepared in 
accordance with NEPA; Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Implementing 
Regulations, 40 CFR 1500-1508; DOI Departmental Manual 516, 1-7; BIA Manual, 
Supplement 1 (The NEPA Handbook), 2004; and other relevant statutes, regulations, and 
DOI and BIA requirements. 
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1.2 Purpose of this Report 

The NEPA process is intended to ensure that environmental information is available to public 
officials and citizens before decisions are made and actions are taken. CEQ regulations at 40 
CFR 1501.7 require an early and open process to determine the scope of issues to be 
addressed in an EIS and to identify significant issues related to a Proposed Action. This 
process is termed “scoping.” Scoping is used early in the NEPA process to identify the scope 
of the environmental analysis to be conducted. This report is intended to summarize the 
scoping process and results for the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians Horseshoe Grande Fee-
to-Trust Project EIS. This report describes the Proposed Action and federal actions; the 
program for agency and public involvement; the results of scoping, including the issues 
identified; the purpose and need for the Proposed Action; alternatives to the Proposed Action; 
and the EIS schedule and future opportunities for public involvement. Included as appendices 
are comment letters from tribal governments, elected officials, and government agencies, as 
well as a compilation of input from public scoping meetings. 

1.3 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action consists of the conveyance of thirty-four parcels (534.91± acres) 
located contiguous to the existing Reservation boundary to Federal trust status on behalf of 
the Tribal Government.  The land transfer would be made in accordance with the procedures 
set forth in 25 C.F.R. Part 151.  In addition to the land transfer, the Proposed Action also 
includes the relocation of the Tribe’s existing casino, which presently resides on trust lands, 
to the Horseshoe Grande property.  Furthermore, the Proposed Action includes the 
development of a 300 room hotel complex that would be connected to the proposed casino.  
Within the proposed casino-hotel complex, various food and beverage services, conference 
center, spa and fitness center, and four retail establishments are also proposed.  Other 
proposed developments on the subject property would include a Tribal fire station and gas 
station/convenience store,   

1.3.1 Proposed Developments 

This section provides detail of each of the proposed developments.  Table 1-1 shows the 
approximate square footage for each of the proposed developments.  Brief descriptions of 
each element follow Table 1-1. Construction build-out is expected to occur in one phase of 
development.  
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Table 1-1 
Proposed Developments by Approximate Square Footage 

Proposed Development Total Ft2 

Casino   112,000± 

Hotel   210,000± 

Conference Center/Meeting 
Space 44,000± 

Food & Beverage Facilities 190,000± 

Recreational Facilities 27,500± 

Retail    6,000± 

Parking   1,470,000± 

Back-of-the-House 140,000± 

Fire Station 13,000± 

Gas Station & Convenience 
Store 6,000± 

Total Development (without 
Parking) 748,000± 

Total Development (with 
Parking) 2,218,00± 

1.3.1.1 Hotel Complex 

The multistoried hotel would include 300-rooms, conference center, spa, four retail 
businesses, and various food and beverage establishments (buffet, coffee shop, steakhouse, 
specialty restaurant, Chinese restaurant, night club, sports bar, and lounge).  The hotel itself is 
estimated to be approximately 210,000 square feet, with a conference center expected to be 
approximately 44,000 square feet, food and beverage establishments to be approximately 
190,000 square feet, and spa and fitness center to be approximately 27,000 square feet, for a 
total of approximately 471,000 square feet.  The hotel complex would be accessed via Lake 
Park Drive and Soboba Road.  The proposed casino would be connected to the hotel.  
Landscaping of the hotel would be integrated with that of the adjacent golf course to extend 
the park-like setting.  Trees and shrubs would be planted in irregular groups to break up the 
outline of the building and parking areas, avoiding the use of tall linear hedges and tree 
plantings that would result in visual barriers.  Lighting of the building and parking area 
would consist of shielded downcast lighting to reduce the spillover of light into adjacent 
areas.  This facility would use the Tribe’s existing water supply network and proposed 
wastewater facility.   
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1.3.1.2 Casino 

The existing gaming operation, which resides approximately one mile south of the Horseshoe 
Grande property, would be relocated from its present location to the proposed 112,000 square 
foot facility.  Access to the casino would be provided via Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive, 
and would be attached to the hotel.  The “back of the house” is expected to be approximately 
140,000 square feet and comprised of administrative offices, storage, security, 
loading/unloading delivery zones, and general space.  In addition to the casino, the Tribe also 
proposes to include four retail establishments in the greater complex.  These businesses are 
expected to occupy a total space of 6,000 square feet.  

1.3.1.3 Gas Station/Convenience Store 

A gas station and convenience store would be developed near the intersection of Soboba 
Road and Lake Park Drive.  Access to the gas station and convenience store would be 
provided via Lake Park Drive; direct access would not be provided to Soboba Road due to the 
embankment located along the western side of Soboba Road.  The convenience store/fueling 
station would consist of a 6,000 square foot facility with approximately 12 gas pumps.  This 
facility would have a maximum height of 25 feet above grade.  Twenty parking spaces would 
be provided on-site for the convenience store.  Typical commercial landscaping would be 
provided near the convenience store and along the street frontages.  Lighting of the building 
and parking area would consist of shielded downcast lighting. 

1.3.1.4 Police & Fire Station 

A 13,000± square foot tribal fire station would be developed on Soboba Road, towards the 
southeasterly corner of the Horseshoe Grand property.  This station would serve the project 
site along with the entire Soboba Reservation and any other responsibilities derived from 
consultation with San Jacinto Fire Department and the California Fire Code.  The two-story 
building would have a maximum height of 40 feet above grade, and sufficient pavement and 
parking would be provided to maneuver and house the necessary fire equipment and fire 
trucks, and to provide for employee and visitor parking.  The fire station would include 
apparatus storage bays, equipment storage rooms, restrooms and office space.   

1.3.1.5 Wastewater Treatment Plant 

The Tribe intends to construct an on-Reservation tertiary sequencing batch reactor 
wastewater treatment plant capable of handling 1.2 million gallons per day.  This facility will 
service the entire Reservation and the proposed Horseshoe Grande developments but will be 
located within the existing Reservation borders.  The plant would meet California Title 22 
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requirements for reuse of treated effluent.  System reuse of the effluent could include 
agricultural irrigation, landscape irrigation, and fire control.  Wastewater would be delivered 
to the wastewater treatment plant by force main from a pump station located on the Project 
Site. 

1.4 Decision Processes 

To develop the Proposed Action, one federal action is required: 

1. Fee-to-Trust Approval 

Pursuant to 25 U.S.C. § 465 and 25 CFR Part 151, the second federal action would be the 
acquisition of a 534.91±-acre parcel of fee land in trust status for purposes of enabling the 
Tribe to relocate the existing casino and diversify the Tribe’s economic enterprises in order to 
promote economic growth; provide additional land for Tribal operations; reacquire former 
reservation lands; preserve cultural resources; and to exercise complete sovereign powers 
over land that is owned by the Tribal government.  

As part of the review and approval process for the fee-to-trust action and Section 20 
determination, compliance with NEPA is required. The BIA, federal lead agency, has 
determined that an EIS is needed to assess the potential effects of the Tribe's proposal and 
alternatives to that proposal. The purpose of the EIS is to document the environmental, social, 
and economic consequences of constructing the proposed hotel/casino complex and 
associated facilities. The EIS is not a decision document. Following completion of a Final 
EIS, a recommended fee-to-trust action will be forwarded by the BIA Regional Director to 
the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs for a final decision and documented in a Record of 
Decision (ROD).  
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2.0  Scoping Process 

2.1 Summary 

The first formal step in EIS preparation is publication of a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare 
an EIS. The BIA published the NOI for the Proposed Action in the Federal Register on 
December 14, 2007 (Appendix A). The NOI describes the Proposed Action and its purpose 
and need.  The NOI also announced the initiation of the formal scoping process with a 43-day 
public comment period that concluded on January 25, 2008. 

As detailed below, multiple opportunities were provided for public and agency involvement 
during the scoping phase. Highlights of the scoping process include: 

• The public comment period, totaling 43 days. 

• Invitations to six cooperating agencies to participate in the preparation of the 
EIS.   

• A press release to The Press-Enterprise on December 22 and 23, 2007.  

• Notices posted in surrounding libraries.  Notice was posted in the Hemet Public 
Library, Valle Vista Library, and Riverside County Library – San Jacinto branch, 
as of December 27, 2007.    

• Notices were also distributed to the local communities of Hill Community, Lake 
Park Mobile Home, Soboba Springs Homes on January 4, 2008.   

• A public notice was posted on the City of San Jacinto’s web site on January 3, 
2008.  The posting was available for viewing at: http://www.ci.san-

jacinto.ca.us/public_notices.html 

• A large notice sign was posted on January 4, 2007 at the corner of Soboba Road 
and Lake Park Drive, the proposed project site, alerting local residents.   
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• During the public comment period, a public scoping meeting was held at Hemet 
Public Library in the City of Hemet (January 8, 2008), California, attended by 
approximately 225 persons. 

• Sixty-one comment letters were received by the BIA from individuals. 

• Two comment letters were received by the BIA from cooperating agencies. 

A wide range of issues for consideration in the EIS has been identified in the scoping 
comments. The majority of both the verbal and written comments focused on current traffic, 
noise, light, and crime levels and concerns that the Proposed Action would exacerbate these 
issues.  Table 3-1 in Section 3 contains a summary of the type and frequency of expressed 
concerns. 

2.2 Agency Coordination 

The lead agency (BIA) may request that another agency having jurisdiction by law or having 
special expertise with respect to anticipated environmental issues be a “cooperating agency.” 
Cooperating agencies participate in the scoping process and, on the lead agency’s request, 
may develop information to be included in the EIS.  A cooperating agency is defined in 40 
CFR section 1501.6 as any other Federal agency which has jurisdiction by law shall be 
cooperating agency. In addition, any other Federal agency which has special expertise with 
respect to any environmental issue, which should be addressed in the statement may be a 
cooperating agency upon request of the lead agency.    

On December 12, 2007, the BIA sent out Cooperating Agency letters to the following 
cooperating agencies: Riverside County; U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the 
National Indian Gaming Commission (NIGC), City of San Jacinto, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS), and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). The City of San 
Jacinto and EPA both agreed to participate as Cooperating Agencies.  The NIGC declined the 
invitation on the basis that the NIGC does not have a federal action (approval of a 
management contract) requiring compliance with NEPA because the subject gaming facility 
will be managed by the Tribe.  Riverside County, FWS, and Caltrans have not yet responded.  

2.3 Public Involvement 

As with agency coordination, a variety of public involvement opportunities were provided 
during scoping. These included the public comment period from December 14, 2007 through 
January 25, 2008 and the public scoping meeting held on January 8, 2008. 
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2.3.1 Public Notice 

Notice of scoping public involvement activities was provided through publication of the NOI 
to prepare the EIS, press releases, notice and sign postings, and the City of San Jacinto’s web 
site. The NOI was published on December 14, 2007 in the Federal Register.  A press release 
announcing the public scoping meeting was placed in The Press-Enterprise newspaper issued 
on December 22 and 23, 2007, and on January 3 and 4, 2008.  Notices were posted on 
December 27 in the Hemet Public Library, Valley Vista Library, and the Riverside Library, 
San Jacinto Branch.  Notices were also posted on January 4, 2008 in the following 
neighboring communities: Hill Community, Lark Park Mobile Home, and Soboba Springs 
Homes.  On the same day, a sign was posted at the intersection of Lake Park Drive and 
Soboba Road. Finally, the City of San Jacinto provided information about the public scoping 
meeting as a public notice on its Web site.   

2.3.2 Scoping Meeting 

A public scoping meeting was conducted by the BIA to receive information on the Proposed 
Action and to solicit public input.  This meeting was intended to obtain early input in the 
NEPA process on issues and potential effects to be assessed in the EIS.  The meeting was 
conducted as a public hearing, with public comments recorded.  A list of public input and 
scoping meeting minutes are provided as Appendix F.  Approximately 225 persons attended 
the public meeting.  Not counting BIA or tribal representatives, seventeen individuals, 
including the Mayor of San Jacinto, gave oral testimony.  Appendix E contains the sign-in 
sheet and Table 2-1 below lists the persons who spoke at the meeting. 
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Table 2-1 
Speakers at the Public Scoping Meeting 

Speaker Type 

Patrick O'Mallan Lead Agency 

Robert Salgado 
Tribal 

Representative 

Karl Johnson 
Tribal 

Representative 

Jim Ayres, Mayor of the City of San Jacinto  
Cooperating 

Agency 

Robert Betancourt Jr. Individual 

Harold Retzlaff Individual 

Leonard Souza Individual 

Maritza Mariel Weckmann Individual 

Donald Leslie Individual 

Edwin J. Evans Individual 

Ken Brass Individual 

Clyde Osborn Individual 

Myrna Kephart Individual 

Emil Knodell Individual 

Anthony S. Azares Individual 

Ruth Pabst Individual 

Henry and Joanne Pirelli Individual 

Patricia Vincent Individual 

Michael Adams Individual 

Al Campbell Individual 
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3.0 Results of Scoping 

This section provides a compilation of the amount and type of input received during scoping 
and categorizes the issues identified.  Table 2-1 found in Section 2 lists the individuals who 
submitted verbal comments at the January 8, 2008 scoping meeting.  Appendix G includes a 
list of individuals and agencies that submitted written comments, as well as copies of the 
comments themselves.     

3.1 Compilation of Input 

Seventeen verbal comments were received at the January 8, 2008 Public Scoping meeting.  
Of these speakers, thirteen (76%) also submitted written comments during the scoping period.  
A total of sixty-three (63) written comment letters were received during the public comment 
period.  Two (3%) of these comments were received from Cooperating Agencies: one from 
the EPA and the other from the City of San Jacinto.  The authors of two written comments 
requested confidentiality; their identifying information has been removed from the public 
comment letters and the list of persons commenting included in Appendix G.   

The majority of both the verbal and written comments focused on current traffic, noise, light, 
and crime levels and concerns that the Proposed Action would exacerbate these issues.  Table 
3-1 contains a summary of the type and frequency of expressed concerns. 
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Table 3-1 
Type and Frequency of Concerns Expressed in Comments Received 

Concern Frequency 

Traffic due to congestion 40 

Noise 29 

Altering peaceful and quiet rural community that is essential to retirement 23 

Crime in reservations affects public safety 22 

Light pollution 22 

Air pollution 16 

Concern about decline in property values/marketability of homes 15 

Obstruction of scenic views and disruption of general ambiance 13 

Emergency response delay due to traffic/being in middle of reservation 9 

Potential impact of lost revenue and tax base to City 9 

Litter 7 

Coverage of public services (police, fire, etc) due to being in middle of 
reservation 7 

Concerns for safety of cars leaving residential community (or at other 
intersections) due to traffic 7 

Concern for wildlife well-being 6 

General concern of casino environment and gaming affecting quality of life 6 

General health and safety concerns 5 

Impact on water resources 5 

Sacrifices economic availability of this land for other potential uses that would 
also spur economic growth and would be better for community 4 

Concerns about dealing with mudslides, floods and seismic activity 4 

Unlimited hours of operation 4 

Generally against but w/o specific complaints 4 

Being an island inside a reservation 4 

LAFCO- contiguous boundaries impact 4 

Concerns about alcohol 3 

Project is too close to residential area without “buffer zone” 3 

Normal ordinances do not apply to Tribes 3 

Concern about jurisdiction in project area after land placed into trust 3 

Inadequate advance (60 days) notice to community 3 

Tribe has not been forthright about their intentions 2 
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Concern Frequency 

Concerned about saving energy 2 

Road damage 2 

Tribe should buy out the residents who want to move from the mobile home park 2 

Ramona Expressway will need to be re-routed 2 

Not compatible with single family homes with children 2 

Pedestrian traffic 1 

Concern about accidents 1 

Burglaries 1 

Construction emissions mitigation 1 

Biological resources 1 

Recommend use LEED standard for green building 1 

Project to be built with local money lost by gamblers 1 

Effects on farmland of local importance 1 

Attract wrong kind of people into the neighborhood 1 

Other locations for this casino that would be less harmful 1 

Class III gaming prohibited on land acquired and placed into trust after October 
17, 1988, according to 25 U.S.C. Section 2719 of IGRA 1 

Prevailing winds would bring odors to park community 1 

Tribal members frequently trespass into Riverside County property 1 

Pursuits between police and Tribal members end up in reservations 1 

Job openings will be minimal and will not offset negatives 1 

Environmental impact study should be initiated with maximum disclosure to 
neighboring communities 1 

Tribe has done little to mitigate existing negative effects such as crime, traffic, 
etc. 1 

This plans should have been known to people who bought homes in area 1 

Plans of Tribe to acquire mobile home park 1 

Proposal to use the land for a sailing program 1 

Concerned about levee being destroyed 1 

Concern about emergency exit out of park in case of disaster 1 

Notice in Federal Register dated December 14, 2007 incorrectly stated number of 
acres that are requested to be put into trust by the Tribe 1 

Other options available that do not require trust 1 
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Concern Frequency 

Land has not been used historically or culturally by Tribe as other reservation 
land has 1 

When originally voted to approve Indian Gaming were told that gaming would 
only take place on the existing reservation land 1 

Don’t have the ability (financially or physically) to relocate 1 

Concern of smoking in public areas 1 

Inadequate infrastructure 1 

Inappropriate land use 1 

At a meeting 3 months ago residents were told that there was no plan for a hotel, 
shops, or casino 1 

Do not want desperate people who have lost money close to home 1 

No benefits 1 

Cumulative Effects 1 

Generally in favor of project 1 

Good for local economy 1 

Will generate needed taxes 1 

Notice of Intent did not make it clear that development will take place near 
several residential communities 1 

Requested to be added to the mailing list 1 

Potential impacts to municipal supply production wells and groundwater recharge 
facilities should be analyzed in EIS 1 

3.2 Scoping Issues 

The list of scoping issues that follows is based on public and agency comments received 
during the public scoping comment period. It is a consolidation/representation of the 
comments and is not intended to be all inclusive.  

While the comments identify numerous sub-issues associated with the major issues, as well as 
suggestions for approaches to addressing the issues (e.g., mitigation), the list of issues that 
follows is limited to those that identify potential effects of the Proposed Action. The 
comments have been paraphrased as issues to be addressed in the EIS and ROD. 

All issues addressed in the EIS will be analyzed for potential positive and negative effects, 
including: short and long-term positive and negative effects; direct, indirect and cumulative 
effects; and unavoidable adverse effects. Mitigation measures to reduce or avoid potential 
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effects will also be identified.  Issues related to satisfying federal, state, and local 
requirements and standards (e.g., threatened and endangered species, water quality, sewage 
treatment) will automatically be analyzed, even if not specifically listed as significant issues. 

3.2.1 Significant Issues 

NEPA requires federal agencies to focus analysis and documentation on the significant issues 
related to a Proposed Action.  The following issues have been identified by BIA as significant 
issues to be assessed in the EIS.  These significant issues will serve as the basis for 
developing and comparing alternatives.  While the EIS will focus on these significant issues, 
all issues identified through scoping will be considered. 

Air Quality 

The EIS will assess potential effects on air quality due to construction and operation 
emissions.  Emission inventories will be developed for construction and operation activities 
related to the Proposed Action and alternatives.  Specific air quality issues and questions 
during the scoping include:  

• The EIS should provide a detailed description of ambient air conditions (baseline or 
existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria 
pollutant nonattainment areas, and potential air quality effects of the projects 
(including cumulative and indirect effects) for the Proposed Action and its 
alternatives.  Construction related effects should also be considered. 

• The project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin, which is nonattainment 
for ozone and particulate matter.  The South Coast Air Quality Management District 
promulgates rules and regulations designed to bring the Basin into attainment.  The 
EIS must include an analysis of the project’s consistency with the recently adopted 
2007 Air Quality Management Plan and consideration of applicable mitigation 
measures. 

• The EIS should include a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan (CEMP) for 
fugitive dust and diesel particulate matter (DPM).   

• The EIS should disclose the available information about the health risks associated 
with vehicle emissions and mobile source air toxics (see 
http://epa.gov/otaq/toxics.htm). The EIS should give special consideration to the 
effects on public health of construction dust and carbon monoxide resulting from 
vehicles idling along Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive. 

• Would the Proposed Action affect or be affected by nuisance odors? If so, the EIS 
should specify the emissions and evaluate their effects.  



 

ENTRIX, Inc.  15 

Water Resources 

The EIS will address issues related to water resources. Available hydrogeological studies will 
be reviewed, and other information on the water resources of the area will be obtained.  
Water resources of the area will be evaluated for potential adverse effects as a result of the 
Proposed Action and its alternatives.  Specific water resource issues and questions raised 
during scoping include:  

Water Supply 

• The potential water use associated with the project could be significant.  The EIS 
should examine the Tribe’s sources of water supply to determine the long-term 
adequacy of that supply to meet the demands of current and future users.   

Water Quality 

• The EIS should address potential effects to water quality from construction of the 
proposed facilities, including how erosion, sedimentation, and other construction-
related water quality effects will be avoided.  Specific best management practices 
should be included in the EIS for evaluation. 

• The EIS should assess any potential water quality effects resulting from operation of 
the proposed facilities, particularly in association with run-off from paved areas, 
underground storage tanks, and the proposed on-Reservation wastewater treatment 
plant. The EIS should identify ways to minimize the project footprint and reduce 
impervious surfaces. 

• The EIS should describe all waters of the U.S. that could be affected by the project 
and include maps that clearly identify all waters within the project area. 

• If the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers determine that the Proposed Action requires a 
Section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act (CWA), the EIS should review the 
project for compliance with 40 CFR 230.  

• The project site is located in close proximity to a riverbed.  The EIS should analyze 
the vulnerability of groundwater tables to any effluent generated by the Proposed 
Action and propose mitigation measures.  Special attention should be paid to the risks 
of leakage from the proposed gas station into groundwater supplies.   
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Tribal Issues 

Tribal issues will be addressed in the EIS to the extent required under the NEPA process.  
Other tribal issues may be addressed in the project application.  Specific tribal issues and 
questions raised during scoping include:  

• Does the Tribe have a historical claim to the subject property? 

• Would the Tribe be required to adhere to traffic, noise, health and safety, or 
environmental regulations upon the transfer of the land from fee-to-trust?  

• How will enforcement of mitigation measures be ensured?  

• Could the Tribe build the Proposed Action on its existing reservation land? 

Visual Resources 

The EIS will identify if the Proposed Action or alternatives would adversely impact visual 
resources.  Specific issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

• The Proposed Action facilities have the potential to obstruct views of the San Jacinto 
Mountains. The EIS should therefore address the potential impact of the project on 
aesthetic values.  

• Light sources from the Proposed Action may interfere with views of the night sky.  
The EIS should assess potential mitigation measures.  

Noise 

The EIS will address issues related to construction noise and operational noise. Specific 
issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

• Would noise levels from the operation of the Proposed Action result in a permanent 
increase over pre-project levels? 

• The EIS should address the noise effects related to both the construction and the 
operation of the project site and identify mitigation measures.  In particular, the EIS 
should assess noise effects due to traffic and casino special events. 

• Will landscape barriers (composed of trees and bushes) or a wall to mitigate both 
sound and light effects to neighboring users be constructed as part of the proposed 
development? 
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• How would noise complaints be resolved once the subject property is placed into 
trust? 

Traffic 

The EIS will provide an estimate of the total daily trips and peak hour trips generated by the 
Proposed Action and the alternatives and future levels of service will be analyzed.  Effects to 
roadways will be studied to assess traffic effects as related to the Proposed Action and its 
alternatives.  Specific traffic issues and questions raised during scoping include: 

Traffic Circulation 

A traffic analysis should be performed including trip generation, trip distribution, mode 
choice, and trip assignment, to determine which streets and intersections will be impacted and 
how much they will be impacted in terms of traffic congestion and delay.  The analysis 
should include the roadways and their intersections listed in Table 3-2.  

Table 3-2 
Roads and Intersections for Analysis 

Roads Intersections 

State Street State Street (NS) at: Ramona Expressway (EW) 

Soboba Road San Jacinto Street (NS) at: Ramona Boulevard/Main Street 
(EW), Esplanade (EW), and Florida Ave. (EW) 

Ramona Blvd Ramona Expressway (NS) at: Main Street/Lake Park Drive 
(EW), 7th Street (EW)  

Main Street Mountain Avenue (NS) at: Esplanade Ave (EW) 

San Jacinto Street Soboba Street (NS) at: Mountain Avenue (EW) 

Ramona Expressway Soboba Road (NS) at: Lake Park Drive (EW) 

Mountain Ave  

Soboba Street  

Lake Park Dr.  

Esplanade Ave.  

7th Street  

Florida Ave.  

• The traffic analysis should give special consideration to the traffic conditions 
likely to occur during a special event at the casino.   
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• The traffic analysis should consider which intersections require traffic signals to 
improve traffic circulation.   

• Would increased traffic resulting from the Proposed Action and its alternatives 
cause a significant increase in travel time for residents? Would an increase in 
traffic from the Proposed Action and its alternatives impact the travel time of 
commuters within the project vicinity? 

• The traffic analysis should evaluate the need for appropriate signage to guide 
patrons to and from the proposed hotel/casino complex.  

Traffic Safety  

• The EIS should discuss how the operation of the proposed hotel/casino complex 
would impact traffic circulation and safety on local roadways.  Specific attention 
should be paid to the safety of local residents entering and exiting their 
communities.   

• Would serving alcohol at the proposed casino increase the incidence of alcohol 
related automobile accidents? The EIS should discuss mitigation measures aimed 
at decreasing traffic accidents related to drunk driving.  

• The EIS should discuss how the operation of the proposed hotel/casino complex 
would affect local law enforcement and ambulance service providers.  

Pedestrian Traffic 

• How would pedestrian safety be addressed in and around the property?  

Roadway Infrastructure 

• What improvements to roadway infrastructure are necessary to accommodate the 
expected traffic demand under the Proposed Action and its alternatives? 

• Are the current widths of Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive sufficient to meet 
traffic demand? 

• Will the traffic generated by the Proposed Action require the widening or 
extension of roads in the surrounding area? 

• Who will be responsible for maintaining the roads within the project area? 
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Biological Resources 

The EIS will assess potential effects on vegetation, wildlife, and threatened/endangered 
species.  Specific biology issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

• Would the Proposed Action have an adverse impact on endangered or sensitive 
plant and animal species or critical habitat? The EIS should analyze potential 
effects to the endangered species known to be located in the project vicinity.  

• If threatened or endangered species may be impacted by the Proposed Action, the 
EIS should include a biological assessment, as a well as a description of the 
outcome of consultation with the FWS under Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act.  

• The EIS should addressed potential effects to biological resources such as 
riparian habitat and wildlife corridors.   

• The project site is located within or within close proximity to several criteria 
cells identified in the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MSHCP).  The EIS should analyze how the project could 
affect the species protected in the MSHCP as well as implementation of the Plan 
itself.  

• Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species calls for the restoration of native 
plant and tree species.  If the Proposed Action will entail new landscaping, the 
EIS should describe how the project will meet the requirements of Executive 
Order 13112. 

Land Use Planning 

The EIS will assess the potential effects that the Proposed Action and its alternatives would 
have on land use planning for the City of San Jacinto and Riverside County.  Specific land 
planning issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

• The project site is in a rural area designated in the City of San Jacinto’s General 
Plan as low density residential and open space.  The proposed uses could cause 
many land use conflicts resulting from increased lighting, noise, traffic, and other 
effects.  The EIS should analyze the potential land use effects resulting from the 
proposed uses. 

• Once the project site is transferred from fee to trust status, the City of San Jacinto 
will no longer have the ability to regulate future uses of the property.  The EIS 
should address how future land use on the project site will be regulated and 
future land use conflicts avoided.  
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Community Character 

To the extent required by NEPA, the EIS will assess if the Proposed Action and its 
alternatives would adversely impact the area’s community character.  The EIS will assess the 
potential effects that the Proposed Action and its alternatives would have on socioeconomic 
issues such as taxes, local economy, business revenue, employment and housing, property 
values, crime rates, and poverty issues.  Specific community character issues and questions 
raised during scoping include:  

• How will construction noise affect the quality of life for area residents?  

• Would operation of the Proposed Action dramatically alter the character of the 
community?  

• Will the commercial activity generated by the Proposed Action disrupt the residential 
character of the area? 

• Will the Proposed Action dramatically alter the scenic views or drive away wildlife 
that residences currently enjoy? 

Emergency Response 

The EIS will assess the potential effects that the Proposed Action will have on emergency 
response time and availability.  Specific emergency response issues and questions raised 
during scoping include: 

• Does the Tribe have an adequate evacuation plan in case of an emergency? 

• Will traffic generated by the Proposed Action cause delays in emergency service 
response to the nearby residential communities or to patrons of the Tribe’s facilities? 

• Will the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) require an 
escort to enter the reservation? If so, would that delay services to off-reservation 
communities or to patrons utilizing the proposed facilities?  

Public Services 

The EIS will assess the potential effects that the Proposed Action will have on public 
services.  Specific public services issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

• What impact will the land annexation and the Proposed Action have on local services 
(police, fire department, etc)? 



 

ENTRIX, Inc.  21 

• Will the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) require an 
escort to enter the reservation? If so, would that delay services to off-reservation 
communities or to patrons utilizing the proposed facilities?  

• How will the Tribe address security concerns on the property once it is taken into 
trust?  Will the Tribe employ its own armed guards? 

• Who will have jurisdiction in the case of legal disputes? 

Utilities  

• Will the Proposed Action affect the City of San Jacinto’s potable water supplies? 

• Does the proposed wastewater treatment plant pose any risk of intruding treated 
wastewater into groundwater supplies?  

• The EIS should identify water conservation methods to be used in the Proposed 
Action.  

• The EIS should consider potential effects on other utilities associated with 
project operation, including wastewater and power services.  

• The EIS should consider the implementation of energy conservation measures in 
the Proposed Action.   

Socioeconomic 

The EIS will assess the potential effects that the Proposed Action and its alternatives would 
have on socioeconomic issues such as local business revenue, property value and crime rates.  
Specific socioeconomic issues and questions raised during scoping include:  

Local Economy 

• Would the fee to trust transfer result in a significant tax loss to the City of San 
Jacinto? If so, would the transfer result in tax increases for the residents of the 
City of San Jacinto?  

• Would the Proposed Action result in the need for increased public services at the 
same time that the subject property is removed from taxation? 

• How would the Proposed Action affect local businesses? 
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• How would the Proposed Action affect property values of the surrounding 
communities? Would the Proposed Action affect the marketability of residential 
properties? 

• The subject property is currently located within the City of San Jacinto’s Soboba 
Springs Redevelopment Project Area (the “Redevelopment Area”) that was 
established for the construction of the Lake Park Bridge over the San Jacinto 
River.  In order to fund the construction of the bridge, the City’s redevelopment 
agency issued tax allocation bonds (the “Bonds”) which were secured solely by 
tax increment received from the Redevelopment Area.  The Bonds are currently 
outstanding.  The fee-to-trust transfer of any portion of property located within 
the Redevelopment Area would significantly reduce the amount of tax increment 
received for repayment of the Bonds and would result in violation of covenants 
of the Bond documents.  As such, prior to the fee-to-trust transfer of the subject 
property, the Bonds will need to be defeased.  Because these sources of revenue 
enable the provision of vital services to the City and the surrounding community, 
revenue loss may potentially cause adverse effects on the human environment.  
The EIS should assess the impact of lost revenue to the City and on existing debt 
obligations of the City caused by the Proposed Action.   

• What effect will the Proposed Action have on local employment? How would the 
type of jobs offered by the Proposed Action affect the median income of the local 
economy?  

• Will gambling cause local people to lose a significant share of their income? 

Crime 

• Would the Proposed Action impact the crime rate in the project vicinity? 

• Would the Proposed Action increase the incidence of littering? 

• Would the Proposed Action result in security effects such as vandalism, 
trespassing, and burglary to the surrounding communities?  

• Would the Proposed Action increase the incidence of drunk driving or the firing 
of weapons?  

• Would fugitives seek protection from law enforcement in the subject property 
once it becomes part of a reservation?  

• What entity will have criminal jurisdiction over the subject property?  

• Would the Proposed Action result in delays to police services to the surrounding 
communities?  
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• Would the Proposed Action increase the burden on police services? 

Environmental Justice 

The EIS will assess the potential effects of the Proposed Action and its alternatives on 
minority populations and low-income populations.  Specific environmental justice issues and 
questions raised during scoping include: 

• Would the Proposed Action cause a disproportionately high and adverse human 
health or environmental effect on minority or low-income groups? 

Cultural Resources 

The EIS will contain a cultural resources analysis that identifies and mitigates any effects to 
paleontological, historical, and archeological resources located within the project area.  The 
EIS process will include a cultural records search and consultation with the Native American 
Heritage Commission and consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA).  Specific cultural resource issues and questions raised during 
scoping include: 

• The EIS should include an analysis of potential paleontological, historical, and 
archeological resources, and should also identify potential mitigation measures to 
address both known resources and the discovery of resources during project 
construction. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The EIS will contain Phase 1 hazardous materials surveys for all project parcels that will 
disclose any incidences of past and current hazardous materials incidents and involvements, if 
any, with respect to the project parcels.  The EIS will also discuss construction and 
operational hazardous materials usage, if any, as it relates to the Proposed Action and its 
alternatives.  Specific hazards and hazardous materials issues and questions raised during 
scoping include: 

• The project site is located within an area that is subject to wildfire and flooding 
dangers.  Would a natural disaster cause the release of hazardous materials that would 
affect or be generated from the project site?  

• The EIS should address any threats to groundwater wells from hazardous materials 
associated with the Proposed Action, including underground storage tanks associated 
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with the gas and service station and wastewater treatment plant.  The EIS should 
identify safety mechanisms to protect area groundwater resources. 

• Once the land is placed into trust, who will be responsible for regulatory oversight 
over activities that may affect hazardous materials? 

Soils and Geology 

The EIS will assess the potential effects related to geology, topography, seismicity, mineral 
resources, and soils. Specific geologic issues and questions raised during scoping include: 

• The project site itself is located within a known fault zone.  The EIS should analyze 
the potential effects related to seismic activity and related hazards.   

• Potential geological hazards in the project area also include mudslide activity and 
non-uniform subsidence.  The EIS should evaluate risks to the project area associated 
with these geological hazards. 

• Will the Proposed Action exacerbate the current risks of mudslides and flooding? 

• The EIS must analyze emergency evacuation routes and emergency services in the 
event of severe seismic activity. 

Cumulative Effects 

The EIS will address the cumulative effects of the Proposed Action and its alternatives.  
Specific issues raised during scoping include:  

• The EIS should define the geographic boundary for each resource to be addressed in 
the cumulative impact analysis and describe its current health and historic context. 

• The EIS should identify all other on-going, planned, and reasonably foreseeable 
projects in the study area that may contribute to cumulative effects. 

• When cumulative effects are identified, mitigation measures should be proposed. The 
EIS should clearly state BIA’s mitigation responsibilities, the mitigation 
responsibilities of the Tribe and other entities, and the mechanism to be used for 
implementation. 
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3.2.2 Procedural and Other Legal Issues 

• The Notice of Intent published in the Federal Register on December 14, 2007 
incorrectly stated the number of acres the Tribe is requesting to place into trust. 
What measures have been taken to correct this statement? 

• According to 25 U.S.C. Section 2719 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act 
(IGRA), gaming regulated by the Act shall not be conducted on lands placed into 
trust after October 17, 1988, with some exceptions.  Would this affect the 
Proposed Action? 

• Did the scoping process provide adequate advance notice to the community? 

• When will detailed conceptual site plans be available for the community to view? 

• As recorded on December 31, 1981 and February 5, 1982 in Riverside County, 
the owners of the Soboba Springs Mobile Estates and the Daon Corporation 
entered into easement agreements.  The agreements allowed for a secondary 
ingress and egress, land for RV storage, and a 10’ perimeter strip on what was 
then the Daon Property adjacent to the Soboba Springs Mobile Estates.  The 
Tribe now holds the land title to the former Daon Property, and thus is bound by 
the easement agreements.  These title restrictions must be addressed through 
negotiations by the Tribe and BIA with the owners of the Soboba Springs Mobile 
Estates before the land is placed into trust.  

• The Soboba Springs Mobile Home Estates community will be an “island” in the 
middle of the reservation once the land is placed into trust.  Does this affect 
Local Agency Formation Commissions?  
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4.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives 

4.1 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action 

4.1.1 Purpose 

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to improve the tribal economy in order to better enable 
the Tribe to provide governmental services, perform governmental functions, create jobs and 
career opportunities for tribal members and develop programs that would assist tribal 
members to attain economic self-sufficiency. 

The purpose of the proposed hotel/casino complex is to diversify the economic enterprises of 
the Tribe.  An integrated complex offers customers many possible activities in one location.  
Thus, the proposed development will act as a destination center for tourists and businesses 
while also catering to local interests.  The intent of the Tribe is to differentiate its hotel, 
casino, golf course, and related facilities from those of nearby competing tribes.   

Companies seeking to hold professional conferences or retreats are a good example of 
potential clients.  The hotel/casino complex would provide new recreational opportunities 
other than gaming, such as a pool, spa, and fitness center, as well as easy access to the golf 
club.  In addition to providing more opportunities for tourists and businesses, the proposed 
hotel/casino complex would better provide for the health and safety of patrons.  The project 
would create a permanent structure for the Tribe’s gaming operations, in place of the existing 
sprung structures, and provide for enhanced air quality control and patron health.  Other 
advantages include the ability of guests to walk from the hotel to the casino or golf course 
rather than traveling by automobile.  Traffic on Soboba Road south of its intersection with 
Lake Park Drive will be reduced significantly.   
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4.1.2 Need 

The Tribe’s need for this property exists for manifold reasons.  The Tribe seeks to relocate its 
existing casino in order to promote economic growth; provide additional land for Tribal 
operations; reacquire former reservation lands; preserve cultural resources; and to exercise 
complete sovereign powers over land that is owned by the tribal government.   

First and foremost, the present gaming parcel is insufficient.  There is a need for additional 
parking to accommodate high demand and for a permanent structure to house gaming 
activities and provide for improved air quality control.  The Horseshoe Grande property will 
provide the acreage necessary to meet these needs.  The location of the proposed hotel/casino 
complex near the intersection of Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive would also allow easier 
access to and from the facilities relative to the existing casino and would increase customer 
safety in case of an emergency.     

In addition to the relocation of the casino, the Tribe recognizes the need for additional land, 
given both increases in the adult membership and the growing needs of emerging young 
families in the foreseeable future. The Tribe has utilized most of its usable acreage for 
community services, such as recreation, public works, economic development, housing, and 
perhaps most importantly, education and cultural enrichment.   

It is documented fact that Tribal ancestors once inhabited this area.  As established by the 
General Land Office surveyor, this property was an Indian settlement as early as the 1890s.  
The Tribe considers the protection of the land and resources as vital to the Tribal community.  
Accordingly, the Tribe acquired fee-title interest in the subject properties from June 22, 2001 
through January 4, 2007.  The Tribe’s primary goal is the complete preservation and 
reacquisition of all aboriginal land and it recognizes the Horseshoe Grande property as 
aboriginal territory.  Trust status will allow the Tribe to fully accomplish its goal of 
controlling its cultural resources through the exercise of jurisdiction over the lands.    

4.2 Alternatives 

While the Tribe’s proposal is the basis for initiating the NEPA process, the EIS will identify 
and objectively evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives, including a “No Action” 
alternative. The following identifies alternatives to be analyzed in detail and alternatives 
considered but eliminated from inclusion in the EIS for detailed analysis. The Tribe's 
proposal is considered to be the Proposed Action. A preferred alternative, however, will not 
be documented by BIA (as lead agency) until completion of the environmental analysis. If it 
is clearly known at the time, a preferred alternative may be identified in the Draft EIS; 
otherwise, BIA will do so in the Final EIS. NEPA defines a preferred alternative as the 
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alternative that the lead federal agency believes would fulfill its statutory mission and 
responsibilities, giving consideration to economic, environmental, technical, and other 
factors.  The conveyance of the 34 parcels owned by the Tribe in fee title to federal trust 
status is assumed to be incorporated for each alternative below except the No Action 
alternative.  

4.2.1 Proposed Action  
The  Tribe  proposes  the  relocation  of  its  existing  casino, which  presently  resides  on  trust 
lands,  to  the Horseshoe Grande property.    In addition  to  the  fee‐to‐trust action and casino 
relocation,  the  Proposed Action  also  includes  the  development  of  a  300  room  hotel,  four 
restaurants,  four retail establishments, events center, convention space, and spa and  fitness 
center, all within the same complex.  The casino will be part of this larger development.  The 
other proposed developments will not be attached to the hotel/casino facility and  include a 
fire and police station, 12‐pump gas station & convenience store.   These developments will 
likely be constructed south of the present Lake Park Drive.  . 

Alternative 1: No Realignment of Lake Park Drive 
The composition and size of the facilities and businesses in the Proposed Action would not be 
different under this alternative.  However, Lake Park Drive will not be realigned under this 
alternative and the locations of the proposed developments are accommodated around the 
street’s existing alignment. 

Alternative 2: Reduced Hotel and Casino 
This alternative would include the same composition of establishments as the Proposed 
Action, but the scale of the hotel and casino would be reduced by a magnitude of 20 percent.  
The hotel would include 240 rooms under this alternative.  The casino would still include 
2,000 gaming devices, but the table games, poker tables, and multipurpose space would be 
reduced.  In total, this alternative would reduce the hotel and casino complex by 
approximately 155,000 square feet.  The gas station and convenience store, and tribal fire 
station would remain the same as in the Proposed Action.   

Alternative 3: Hotel Development, No Casino Relocation 
A 200-300 room hotel with two or three restaurants and convention center would be 
developed under this alternative.  The casino would not be relocated from its existing location 
on the Reservation.  The gas station and convenience store, and tribal fire station would 
remain the same as in the Proposed Action.  
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Alternative 4: Commercial Enterprise 
Under this alternative, the Tribe would seek to develop an RV-Park, and also include a 
community/neighborhood Retail Shopping Center in the vicinity of where Soboba Road and 
Lake Park Drive intersect.  More specifically, one main retail building, immediately south of 
the intersection of Lake Park Drive and Soboba Road, would provide space for a major retail 
business, such as Albertson’s or Ralph’s grocery stores.  In addition, five other facilities 
would host a variety of local-serving retail and office businesses such as restaurants, a coffee 
shop, a barber/beauty salon, drug store, hardware store, rental center, clothing stores, and 
professional offices.  The two-story buildings would provide approximately 120,000 sf of 
space and have a height of approximately 35 feet above grade.  The gas station and 
convenience store, and tribal fire station would remain the same as in the Proposed Action. 

Alternative 5: No Action 
The No Action alternative would not result in a fee-to-trust action by BIA for the 34 parcels.  
The land would remain held in fee-title by the Tribe.  The Tribal Government would continue 
to use the property in its current state.  Any plans or improvements to the property would be 
subject to approval by the City of San Jacinto.  Under this alternative, the Tribal Government 
would not be allowed to exercise its sovereign power of rule for issues associated with the 
Horseshoe Grande property.   
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5.0 EIS Schedule and Public Review 

It is anticipated that the DEIS will be available for public review in July, 2008. A 45-day 
public comment period and public hearings will be provided by BIA to seek comments on the 
DEIS. Comments received on the DEIS will be considered in the preparation of a Final EIS, 
which is scheduled for completion in January 2009. 
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Appendix A – Notice of Intent (NOI): December 14, 
2007
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Daniel Marquez, Fish and Wildlife 
Biologist, see ADDRESSES, (telephone: 
760–431–9440; fax: 760–431–9624). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following applicants have applied for 
scientific research permits to conduct 
certain activities with endangered 
species pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(A) 
of the Endangered Species Act (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (‘‘we’’) solicits review 
and comment from local, State, and 
Federal agencies, and the public on the 
following permit requests. Before 
including your address, phone number, 
e-mail address, or other personal 
identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that 
your entire comment—including your 
personal identifying information—may 
be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Permit No. TE–168924 
Applicant: Jeff E. Gurule, North Fork, 

California. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), the San Diego fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta sandiegonensis), and the 
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus 
packardi) in conjunction with surveys 
throughout the range of each species in 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–168923 
Applicant: Randall L. Stringer, 

Carmichael, California. 
The applicant requests a permit to 

take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), and the vernal pool tadpole 
shrimp (Lepidurus packardi) in 
conjunction with surveys throughout 
the range of each species in California 
for the purpose of enhancing their 
survival. 

Permit No. TE–043630 
Applicant: San Francisco Estuary 

Institute, Oakland, California 
The applicant requests an amendment 

to take (harass by survey) the California 
clapper rail (Rallus longirostris 
obsoletus) in conjunction with 

ecological research in San Francisco, 
Contra Costa, Sacramento, Solano, 
Napa, Sonoma, and Marin Counties for 
the purpose of enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–066621 
Applicant: Naval Base Ventura County 

Point Mugu, Point Mugu, California. 
The permittee requests and 

amendment to take (harass by survey) 
the light footed clapper rail (Rallus 
longirostris levipes) and take (band 
chicks) the California least tern (Sterna 
antillarum browni) in conjunction with 
surveys and population monitoring at 
Naval Base Ventura County Point Mugu, 
California, for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–110373 
Applicant: Eric F. Kline, San Diego, 

California. 

The applicant requests an amendment 
to take (survey by pursuit) the Quino 
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas 
editha quino) in conjunction with 
surveys throughout the range of the 
species in California for the purpose of 
enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168927 
Applicant: Drew C. Stokes, San Diego, 

California. 

The permittee requests a permit to 
take (harass by survey, capture, handle, 
tag, collect tissue, mark by toe-clipping, 
and release) the arroyo southwestern 
toad (Bufo microscaphus californicus) 
in conjunction with surveys throughout 
the range of the species in California for 
the purpose of enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–839480 

Applicant: Richard Zembal, Laguna 
Hills, California. 
The applicant requests an amendment 

to take (harass by survey and monitor) 
the California least tern (Sterna 
antillarum browni) in conjunction with 
population monitoring and other life 
history studies in Orange County 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168926 

Applicant: Kailash K. Mozumder, 
Encinitas, California. 
The applicant requests a permit to 

take (survey by pursuit) the Quino 
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas 
editha quino) in conjunction with 
surveys throughout the range of the 
species in California for the purpose of 
enhancing its survival. 

Permit No. TE–168957 

Applicant: Virginia M. VonBerg, San 
Luis Obispo, California. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
take (capture, and collect and kill) the 
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
conservatio), the longhorn fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta longiantenna), the 
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus 
wootoni), the San Diego fairy shrimp 
(Branchinecta sandiegonensis), and the 
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus 
packardi) in conjunction with surveys 
throughout the range of each species in 
California for the purpose of enhancing 
their survival. 

Permit No. TE–142435 
Applicant: Debra Shier, Topanga, 

California. 
The applicant requests an amenment 

to take (capture, handle, mark, 
translocate, and release) the Stephens’ 
kangaroo rat (Dipodomys stephensi) in 
conjunction with surveys and 
population monitoring throughout the 
range of the species in California for the 
purpose of enhancing its survival. 

We solicit public review and 
comment on each of these recovery 
permit applications. Comments and 
materials we receive will be available 
for public inspection, by appointment, 
during normal business hours at the 
address listed in the ADDRESSES section 
of this notice. 

Dated: December 10, 2007. 
Michael Fris, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 8, 
Sacramento, California. 
[FR Doc. E7–24246 Filed 12–13–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians’ 
Proposed Trust Acquisition and 
Casino/Hotel Project, City of San 
Jacinto, Riverside County, CA 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), 
in cooperation with the Soboba Band of 
Luiseño Indians (Tribe), intends to 
gather information necessary for 
preparing an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for a proposed fee-to- 
trust land acquisition and casino and 
hotel project (Proposed Action) located 
within the City of San Jacinto, Riverside 
County, California. The purpose of the 
Proposed Action is to improve the tribal 
economy in order to better enable the 
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Tribe to provide governmental services, 
perform governmental functions, create 
jobs and career opportunities for tribal 
members and develop programs that 
would assist tribal members to attain 
economic self-sufficiency. This notice 
also announces a public scoping 
meeting to identify potential issues, 
alternatives and content for inclusion in 
the EIS. 
DATES: Written comments on the scope 
of the EIS must arrive by January 22, 
2008. The public scoping meeting will 
be held January 8, 2008, from 6 p.m. to 
8 p.m., or until all those who register to 
make statements have been heard. 
ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand carry 
written comments to Ms. Amy 
Dutschke, Acting Regional Director, 
Pacific Regional Office, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way, 
Sacramento, California 95825. 

The public scoping meeting will be 
held at the Hemet Public Library, 2nd 
floor, 300 E. Latham, Hemet, California 
92543. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John 
Rydzik, (916) 978–6042. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Tribe 
proposes that 289.88± acres of land 
located within the City of San Jacinto, 
Riverside County, California, be 
acquired into trust for the Tribe. The 
land is located in the foothills on the 
west side of the San Jacinto Mountains 
that separate the San Jacinto River Basin 
to the west from the Coachella Valley to 
the east, and adjacent to the San Jacinto 
River. 

Of the 289.88± acres, 35 to 40 acres 
are proposed for development. The 
remaining acreage would remain in its 
current state, which consists of an 
existing golf course (156.36 acres) and 
maintenance facility, and on-going club 
house development. The proposed new 
development would consist of a 90,000± 
square foot casino facility with 70,000± 
square foot gaming floor, various food 
and beverage establishments, conference 
space, spa, and four retail 
establishments; a 300-room, 224,000± 
square foot hotel; a multi-level, 2200 
space parking garage; a tribal fire 
station; a wastewater treatment plant; 
and supporting facilities. The new 
gaming facility would replace the 
existing one located on reservation 
lands. 

Access to the site would be via Lake 
Park Drive and Soboba Road, by way of 
a new access point/driveway. The 
proposed hotel and casino complex 
would be generally located at the 
intersection of Soboba Road and Lake 
Park Drive and abut the existing golf 
course. The proposed wastewater 
treatment plant and fire station would 

be on the southern side of Lake Park 
Drive. 

The Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
is a federally recognized Indian tribe 
governed by a tribal council consisting 
of five members, under a federally 
approved constitution. The Tribe 
currently has a federally approved 
tribal-state gaming compact with the 
State of California. 

Public Comment and Solicitation 
Comments, including names and 

addresses of respondents, will be 
available for public review at the BIA 
address shown in the ADDRESSES 
section, during business hours, 8 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except holidays. Before including your 
address, phone number, e-mail address 
or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, you 
should be aware that your entire 
comment—including your personal 
identifying information—may be made 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Authority 
This notice is published in 

accordance with section 1501.7, 1506.6 
and 1508.22 of the Council on 
Environmental Quality Regulations (40 
CFR parts 1500 through 1508) 
implementing the procedural 
requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.), and 
the Department of the Interior Manual 
(516 DM 1–6), and is in the exercise of 
authority delegated to the Assistant 
Secretary—Indian Affairs by 209 DM 
8.1. 

Dated: November 9, 2007. 
Carl J. Artman, 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs. 
[FR Doc. E7–24293 Filed 12–13–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–W7–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AK–010–08–1410-PN] 

Notice of Closure of Aviation Areas at 
Campbell Tract Facility Administrative 
Site 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Closure. 

SUMMARY: In the interest of public and 
operational safety, the Bureau of Land 

Management is closing four areas used 
by aircraft at its Campbell Tract Facility 
in Anchorage, Alaska, to public or 
private entry, access or use. The four 
areas are: The Campbell Airstrip and the 
Campbell Tract Facility heliport, aircraft 
ramp, and aircraft taxiway between the 
airstrip and aircraft ramp areas. 
Recreational uses authorized on other 
portions of the Campbell Tract and the 
adjacent Municipality of Anchorage Far 
North Bicentennial Park are prohibited 
within the four areas named above. This 
order is issued under the authority of 43 
CFR 8364.1 and affects the following 
public lands: 

Seward Meridian, Alaska. 

T. 12 N., R. 3 W. 
Portions of Sections 2 and 3. 

DATES: The closure is effective upon 
publication of this notice and will 
remain in effect year-round until 
amended or rescinded by the authorized 
officer. 
ADDRESSES: Maps of the affected area 
and closure information are available at 
the BLM Anchorage Field Office, 6881 
Abbott Loop Road, Anchorage, Alaska. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: 
Mike Zaidlicz, Field Manager, 
Anchorage Field Office, 6881 Abbott 
Loop Road, Anchorage, Alaska 99507, 
(907) 267–1246 or toll free (800) 478– 
1263. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to 43 CFR 8364.1, the following areas 
within the 730-acre administrative site 
known as the Campbell Tract Facility, 
located in Anchorage, Alaska, and 
managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management Anchorage Field Office, 
are closed to all public and private 
access, use and entry: (1) Campbell 
Airstrip, (2) Campbell Tract Facility 
heliport, (3) Campbell Tract Facility 
aircraft ramp, and (4) Campbell Tract 
Facility aircraft taxiway between the 
airstrip and aircraft ramp. These 
affected areas are actively used by 
aircraft on an intermittent basis. This 
closure is necessary to ensure public 
safety, as well as operational 
management and safety. 

Within the areas described above: 
1. No person shall use, remain on, 

occupy, or access any land unless 
specifically authorized by the BLM. 

2. All private or public use, including 
recreational use allowed on other 
portions of the Campbell Tract Facility 
and adjacent Municipality of Anchorage 
Far North Bicentennial Park lands, is 
prohibited. 

3. All access or use by people and 
domestic animals, including, but not 
limited to, dogs and horses, is 
prohibited. 
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Appendix B - Cooperating Agency Letters
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Appendix C – Press Releases



Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians
Horseshoe Grande Fee-to-Trust Casino and Hotel Project

The Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians (Tribe) is proposing the transfer of 534.91
acres owned in fee title by the Tribe to federal trust status.  (Please note that a
Notice of Intent to perform an EIS was published in the Federal Register on
December 14, 2007, and erroneously identified the project site as being 289.88
acres in size.  The correct acreage is 534.91 acres).  The new trust land would be
used for a gaming and hotel project, which would include a new casino facility
(replacing the existing casino) and 250-300 room hotel, four restaurants, four
retail establishments, events center, convention space, and spa and fitness
center.  The other proposed developments will not be attached to the
hotel/casino facility and include a tribal fire station, 12-pump gas station &
convenience store, and 1.2± million gallon wastewater treatment plant and
supporting facilities (i.e. parking garage).  Of the 534.91± acres, 45 to 55 acres
are proposed for development.

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) is the lead agency responsible for preparing
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that assesses the proposed action’s
effects on the immediate and surrounding environment.  As part of the EIS
process, a public meeting is held to allow citizens an opportunity to voice their
opinions.  These comments assist in shaping the draft EIS.

The public scoping meeting for this project is to be held on January 8, 2008 at
the Hemet Public Library, 2nd Floor, 300 E. Latham, Hemet, CA from 6 to 8 p.m.
Written comments can also be sent to Ms. Amy Dutschke, Acting Regional
Director, Pacific Regional Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way,
Sacramento, CA 95825.  To ensure proper consideration in preparation of the
draft EIS, written comments should be received by January 22, 2008.

Individual commenters may request confidentiality.  If you wish us to withhold
your name and/or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act [5 U.S.C. § 552 et seq.], you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your written comment.  Such requests will be
honored to the extent allowed by law.  Anonymous comments will not, however,
be considered.  All submission from organizations and business, and from
individuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations
and businesses, will be made available for public inspection in their entirety.
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Appendix D- Public Scoping Meeting Handout 



Public Scoping Meeting  
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

Soboba Band of Luiseño Indian’s Proposed Hotel/Casino Project 
January 8, 2008 

Hemet Public Library, City of Hemet, Riverside County, California 
 

Proposed Action 
The Tribe is requesting the BIA to convey 534.91 acres of 
land currently owned in fee title (the “Horseshoe Grande 
property”) to federal trust status.  In addition to the land 
transfer, the Tribe proposes the relocation of the existing 
casino to the Horseshoe Grande property and development 
of a 250-300 room hotel complex connected to the new 
casino.  The hotel/casino complex would be accompanied 
by various food and beverage services, conference center, 
spa and fitness center, and retail establishments.  Ancillary 
uses include a Tribal fire station, gas station/convenience 
store and surface and structured parking.  Additionally, the 
Tribe would build an on-Reservation wastewater treatment 
plant to service the proposed development.  The fire 
station would be located across Lake Park Drive, as well as 
the gas station/convenience store.   

Access to the hotel/casino project site would be via Lake 
Park Drive and Soboba Road, by way of a new driveway.  
The hotel/casino complex would be generally located at 
the intersection of Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive and 
abut the existing golf course.  Lake Park Drive may have 
to be realigned to situate the proposed development due to 
proximity to underlying fault lines.  The Tribe is in 
consultation with the City of San Jacinto to address this 
and many more issues.  The Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) will analyze conceptual site plans with 
and without Lake Park Drive realignment.   

The general objective of the proposed development is to 
act as a destination center for tourists and businesses, 
while also catering to local interests.  Companies seeking 
to hold professional conferences or retreats are a good 
example of potential clients.  The hotel/casino complex 
would contain recreational opportunities other than 
gaming, such as a pool, spa, and fitness center.  The casino 
would include 2,000 gaming machines, 50 table games, 30 
poker tables, and a bingo hall.  The existing casino has the 
same gaming operations.   

 

Fee-to-Trust Process 
Placement of lands into trust is essentially a real estate 
transaction, which creates Federal title on the lands 
involved.  The process begins with the submission of a 
Trust Application to the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA).  If 
the BIA determines that the proposal meets statutory 
requirements and the benefits of the proposed action 
outweigh the potential negative effects, it will consider 
approval of the Tribe’s application and take the proposed 
lands into trust.   

The BIA must consult to determine the effects and overall 
benefit of the project for the Tribe and local governments.  
Following receipt of an application to acquire land in trust, 
the BIA notifies the State of California and local 
governments having regulatory jurisdiction over the land.   

 

The state and local governments are provided an 
opportunity to give comments on the acquisition’s 
potential impacts on regulatory jurisdiction, real property 
taxes, and special assessments. 

As part of the fee-to-trust process, the BIA must comply 
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  For 
gaming related fee-to-trust actions, the BIA must prepare 
an EIS to determine project related effects on the 
environment.   

 
The Role of Public Involvement 

This public scoping meeting is being held to allow citizens 
an opportunity to provide input to the environmental 
process.  These comments (written and oral) assist in the 
identification of potential issues, alternatives, and content 
for inclusion in the EIS.     

You may provide oral or written comments at today’s 
public scoping meeting.  To provide oral comments, you 
will need to complete a "Speaker Card" at the registration 
table at the meeting location.  At each hearing, Federal, 
Tribal, State and local elected officials will be allowed to 
speak first, if such a request is made.  Other speakers will 
be provided the opportunity to present their comments in 
the order in which their speaker card was received at the 
registration desk.  Time limits may be imposed on oral 
comments based on the number of individuals requesting 
to speak. 

Written comments can also be sent to: 

Ms. Amy Dutschke 
Acting Regional Director 
Pacific Regional Office 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA 95825 

To ensure proper consideration in preparation of the draft 
EIS, written comments should be received by January 22, 
2008.   
 
Individual commenters may request confidentiality.  If you 
wish us to withhold your name and/or address from public 
review or from disclosure under the Freedom of 
Information Act [5 U.S.C. § 552 et seq.], you must state 
this prominently at the beginning of your written comment.  
Such requests will be honored to the extent allowed by 
law.  Anonymous comments will not, however, be 
considered.  All submission from organizations and 
business, and from individuals identifying themselves as 
representatives or officials of organizations and businesses, 
will be made available for public inspection in their 
entirety.  
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Appendix F – Public Scoping Meeting Minutes  
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BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
SOBOBA HORSESHOE GRANDE FEE-TO-TRUST 

CASINO AND HOTEL PROJECT 
 
Hemet Public Library, Hemet, CA  
January 8, 2008 
6:00 PM – 7:47 PM 

6:00 – 6:05 - Pat O’Mallan, Environmental Protection Specialist, BIA, opening comments. 

6:05 – 6:21- Robert Salgado  
• Welcomed and thanked everyone for showing up for the meeting. 
• Gave brief overview of history of Tribe – est. 120 years ago. 

- Condemnation of acreage in early 50’s – thus, the reason for 
purchasing property to do economic development. 

• Encouraged opinions of speakers – not to be “afraid” to speak. Everyone is 
a neighbor. 

• Mentioned that outlet store would be put in so that neighbors did not need 
to drive great distance to get goods. 

• Mentioned that monies from casino project would benefit Hemet and San 
Jacinto. Also said this would not be a cure all, but it would help. 

• Time for Tribal government and neighbors to work together for changes to 
happen in a good way and to counter negatives. 

• Mentioned that land adjacent to Rancheria was/is aboriginal and that Tribe 
is just purchasing land back. 

• Spoke of history of “scalping.” Non-native government tried to get rid of 
Indians to get property. 

6:21 – 6:27 – Pat O’Mallan – Procedural Steps 
• Spoke about error re: acreage citation in Federal Register: 289.88 vs. 

534.91 acres. 
• Spoke about the purpose of the meeting - Scoping Meeting for EIS. 
• Discussed the purpose of the project - Casino/Hotel 
• Mentioned that site location maps were available for public review. 
• Mentioned that the BIA wanted to receive public input re: BIA action so 

that all issues and concerns could be thoroughly analyzed. 
• Mentioned that all opinions aired tonight would be respected and that this 

meeting is not a debate.  
• End result of the Scoping Meeting is a Scoping Report that will lay out all 

issues and the report will be sent out to all those on mailing list or those that 
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request copies. The Scoping Report may be available for review in 2-3 
months, but it may take longer. 

• Will take speakers in order submitted.  Each speaker would have three 
minutes but may have longer if meeting runs short. 

• Mentioned that there would be short presentation before public input. 
• Stated that January 22, 2008 was the end of the public comment period. 
• Asked everyone to restate their name when they approached the podium. 

6:27 – 6:37 Karl Johnson 
• Provided introductory comments re: who he is and how long he has worked with 

Tribe. 
• Outlined purpose of the scoping meeting under NEPA. 
• Tribe is asking BIA to take property into trust. He explained the environmental 

and fee-to-trust process. 
• Mentioned that 40 acres of land would be developed with various uses including 

casino. 
• Stated that the Kangaroo Rat critical habitat would not be developed. 
• Other acreage used for urban uses. 
• Mentioned that the project would include consultation with various local 

government, people, etc. BIA will only make decision after this consultation 
takes place.   

• EIS process. This meeting tonight is part of that process. DEIS is first document 
and another meeting will follow in mid-summer. 

• FEIS – after public input on DEIS the document will be finalized. 
• Addresses endangered species, economic, etc. Negative Effects will need to be 

mitigated. Tribe cannot go forward unless the Negative Effects are addressed by 
Tribe. 

• “Proposed Developments” - Slide 
- No exp of gaming. 
- Available property on Reservation has been condemned, so cannot 

develop there. 
- Fire Station to help City of San Jacinto. 

• “Conceptual Site Plan” - Slide 
- Lakeshore Drive options. 

• “Alternatives” - Slide 
- Input from tonight’s meeting will help determine what 

Alternatives will be. 
• “How to Submit Comments” - Slide 

- Deadline January 22, 2008. 

Pat O’Mallan introduces Jim Ayres, Mayor of San Jacinto 
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6:37 -6:39 - Mayor Jim Ayres, 245 N. Main St., San Jacinto, CA 98582 
• Stated that the City would be prepared to submit comments in writing by 22nd. 
• Stated that he appreciated the opportunity to go first and then turned comments to 

public. 
• Not prepared at this time to say whether the City was for or against because 

process is on-going. 

6:40 - 6:42 - Robert Bettoncourt, Jr., 43667 Persimmons, Hemet, CA 
• Bay Area Association of Sailors (Indian Sailability). 
• Bay Area Association of Disabled Sailors – did work with this group. 
• Maybe he can make history and get an Indian in Olympics. 

6:42 - 6:46 - Howard “Hal” Retzlaff, 2230 Lake Park Dr., San Jacinto, CA  
• Does not want casino at front door. 
• Mentioned that the project would change environment forever, neon lights, noise, 

traffic congestion, 24-hour of daylight, roadways will not handle traffic increase 
of 2000 vehicles on Soboba Road and Lake Park Drive is ridiculous. Ramona 
Expressway does not have any stop signs. Lake Park drive left turn into homes 
impossible. Does not want this project. Blight to community. Tribe found a way 
to legally scalp the white man. 

6:46 - 6:50 - Len Souza, 24600 Mountain Ave., Hemet, CA  
• Thanked Robert Salgado for coming to his park over the years. 
• Some tribal members break laws – do not have fire or police department. 
• Non-tribal members have the right to enjoy peaceful home environment. His 

house has holes from bullet holes. His house is within range of tribal lands. 
Public Information Act supports claim. 

• Excellent move to hire security force. Please give security force guns to secure 
site. 

• Fix rusted out fence along property will help security. 
• Tribal teenagers were in his backyard – very dangerous. 

6:51 - 6:54 - Maritza Mariel Weckmann, 2230 Lake Park Dr. #8, San Jacinto, CA 92583   
• 254 homes in her area. 
• Opposed to project 

- View will be ruined with development. 
- Build on existing Reservation. 
- Safety – Special Events – people could not get in or out during 

special event. 
- Traffic – Lake Park Drive 
- Light – Neon lights will drive her crazy 
- Inconvenience 
- Noise 
- Dirt 
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• Please reconsider location. 
• Thank you for listening and take sentiments to heart. 

6:54 - 6:58 – Don Leslie – 1793 Messina Dr., San Jacinto, CA  
• Most people have already mentioned points. 
• He is most impacted living next to golf course. Piles of dirt, effects on his family. 
• His ability to work with Tobin and golf Course manager has been fantastic. 
• Public Safety – Police/Fire/EMS access issues. 
• Noise from construction site will be an issue. 
• Safety – he will loose ability to call someone in City if land is taken in 
• Salgado talked about good neighbor – he believes Salgado 
• Not concerned about financial benefits. 
• Feels community is behind curve because they didn’t have information before 

hand. 
• Committee should be formed – mobile home park and 20 or so houses on hill. 
• Would like more time at end to say more. 

6:59 - 7:02 - Ed Evans, 1055 B Ortega Way, Placentia, CA  
• Owner of Soboba Springs State. 
• Here to listen and express concern for the resident’s average age of 75 years in 

Soboba Springs. Wants to keep quality up. 
• Protect Environment that people enjoy.  

- Night Lighting 
- Drainage 
- Sanitation 
- Land use transition 
- Compatibility 

• Do not understand how tribal/non-tribal laws are different. 
• Wants to make sure that all mitigations are identified. 
• Wants to work with Tribe and BIA. 
• Shares concerns with rest of people.   

7:03 - 7:06 - Ken Brass, 828 Verona Ave., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Laws: LAKCO- regulations that burned are contagious. This proposal Soboba 

Village will be an island in San Jacinto. 
• General Plan – never includes casino in general plan. Traffic is much more now 

because of casino. Project needs to conform with state laws. 
• Lake Park alteration – will this be the main entrance to casino? 
• Redevelopment Plan – covers golf course, mobile home, and tribal land. Taxes – 

will City stand by and allow removal from tax rolls. 

7:06 - 7:09 – Clyde Osborn, 43160 Alto Drive, Hemet, CA 92544 
• Lived in Village Vista since 1980. 
• Gambling is fact of life and here to stay. 
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• Spoke of elements on project site and small number of acres. 
• Building trade is suffering and this project will bring in jobs. 
• Need taxes 
• Let’s get together and contact Representatives to make this happen quickly. 

7:10 - 7:13 –Myrna Kephart, 2230 Lake Park Dr. # 29, San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• 5 years retirement. Retirement community. Hear gunfire every night or so. Do 

appreciate what Tribe is going thru.  
• Traffic is issue – 45 minutes to get over bridge (works in Hemet). 
• Air pollution is issue. 
• Employment issues – she did not get job because of age. 
• Casino/Hotel will result in “bad” elements. Security guards talk together and do 

not do anything. 
• She is for Indian Independence.  
• Need to think about those that want quiet life. 

7:13 - 7:17 –Emil Knodell, 42251 Granite View Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Opposed.  
• Alter rural community that will result in: 

- Traffic 
- Smoking 
- Future home prices – added disclosure of project. 
- Views from surrounding homes will affect property values and 

alter night lighting. 
- Current spotlights alter night skies. 

• New project will significant impact. 
- Noise road, Air Quality issues- resulting from construction. 
- Vehicle congestion – accidents – Soboba Road, Ramona 

Expressway 
- Cannot walk down Soboba Road. 
- Trash on roadway has increased will sub 

7:17 - 7:20 –Anthony Azares, 1171 Huckleberry Lane, San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Change is happening.  
• Road issues are significant. 
• Effects to residents of Park and neighbors  
• Security, wastewater, fire, etc. 
• Tribe brings his significance and public outreach. 
• Tribe is giving back to community. There are issues to be addressed, but issues 

will be addressed.  
• Panhandling comes with all types of business – these things happen in tribal 

operations and outside tribal operations. 
• Benefit to community.  
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7:20 - 7:23 –Ruth Pabst, 42121 San Jose Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Gaming addiction results in family issues. 
• Wants Tribe to comply with U.S. laws. 
• Negative Issues: 

- Lost privacy 
- Peace 
- Paid premium and no one will want her big house. 
- Does not want Las Vegas. 
- Revenues will be lost because they will not pay taxes. 
- No benefit. 

7:23 - 7:29 –Henry and Joanne Pirelli, 22770 Soboba Rd., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Front about 2,500 along project. 
• They are good neighbors with Tribe. 
• Was not going to speak, but was not in favor of moving Soboba Road. Would 

compromise their property. 
• Not opposed. 
• Would have liked to see where hotel would go. 
• Wants streetlight downcast. 
• Building low-rise instead of high. 
• Noise restrictions. 
• Would like to see connectivity of uses. 
• They have been neighbors with the Tribe for over 30 years. Their family lives 

locally. 
• Appreciate and understand concerns of neighbors. 

7: 30 - 7:32 –Patricia Vincent, 2230 Lake Park Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Live in Mobile Home Park on Lake Park Drive. 
• Increase of carbon dioxide (CO) pollution and soot in area. HD___development 

will make living in this area prohibitive. Not healthful. Take into consideration. 

7: 32 - 7:35 –Michael Adams, 42131 Granite View Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Recounted statistics of Tribe from tribal web site. 

- Proximity to existing houses would be significant.  
- 2-lane bridge issue. 
- Noise pollution 
- Air pollution 
- Scope of project should not be allowed without local government 

oversight. 
- Use existing land and relocate existing tribal governments (how 

about Val Vista?) 

7: 32 - 7:35 –Al Campbell, 2230 Lake Park Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
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• 7 years from Orange County. Refugee from Orange County. Taught for 32 years. 
Loves people, but has had fill of crap. 

• Will be severely impacted of family. 
• Ramona Expressway will be re-routed. 
• Tremendous Impact: 

- Noise  
- Tax 
- Police 

• Consider all issues. 

7:38 - 7:40 – Don Leslie – 1793 Messina Dr., San Jacinto, CA  
• Newspaper article issue – confusion. 
• Northwest to Southwest corner of cross streets tough to discuss effects when you 

do not know where land is located.  
• Wants BIA to get “Docks in Order” 

7:40 - 7:43 – Emil Knodell, 42251 Granite View Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 
• Other ways to generate income that will not pose significant impact to 

community. 
• Informal survey – 100% consensus that project will reduce buyers in surrounding 

area. He conducted survey. 
• Another weight on property values especially given current real estate issues. 
• Money lost by residents and visitors is represented by project. 

7:43 - 7:47- Robert Salgado  
• Clarified that he is former chairman. He is an Elder. 
• Tribe will take concerns seriously and will take it back to Tribe. 
• Likes idea of forming working committee. 
• Will take good, long look at effects that come from project. 
• Leave on good terms. 
• Community will be first to know what Tribe will do especially Mobile Home 

Park. 
• He is toured tonight and thinks tribal members need to carefully consider putting 

casino there. 
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Appendix G- Written Comments 
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Table G-1 
Written Comments Received  

Comment # Author Type 

1 Requested Confidentiality Individual 
2 Barbara R. and Leonard C. Burns Individual 
3 Daniel Morgan Individual 
4 Richard Prince Individual 
5 Emil Knodell Individual 
6 Michael Adams Individual 
7 Daniel Derry Individual 
8 Larry Jiles Individual 
9 Anthony S. Azares Individual 

10 Robert Betancourt Jr. Individual 
11 Harold and Francis Retzlaff Individual 
12 Richard L. Schmidt Individual 
13 Ronni Haworth Individual 
14 Stena Copeland Individual 
15 Requested Confidentiality Individual 
16 John G. McLean Individual 
17 Josephine Cody Individual 
18 Steve and Susan Kruck Individual 
19 Patricia and Marty Finn Individual 
20 Myrna Kephart Individual 
21 Brad Haas Individual 
22 Patricia Thormahlen Individual 
23 Donald and Jenice Leslie Individual 
24 Kenneth J. Miller Individual 

25 Karen Vitulano, CED-2, EPA 
Cooperating 

Agency 
26 Don H. Tucker Individual 
27 J. Mortley Wigle and Jacquelyn D. Wigle Individual 

28 Jim Ayres, Mayor of the City of San Jacinto  
Cooperating 

Agency 
29 Mike and Dee Wickham Individual 
30 Michael G. and Florence C. Adams Individual 
31 Sophia Pirelli Individual 
32 Edwin J. Evans Individual 
33 Samuel R. Gold Individual 
34 Denna McKee Individual 
35 Peter Weddell Individual 
36 Linda Warwick Individual 
37 Jerry Uecker Individual 
38 Joanne Pirelli Individual 
39 Al and Sue Campbell Individual 
40 Bruce Hunter Individual 
41 Beverly Williams Individual 
42 La Dora Gold Individual 
43 Leonard Souza Individual 
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Comment # Author Type 

44 Leticia J. Arciniega and David D. Christian Individual 
45 Maritza Mariel Weckmann Individual 
46 Carmela Heikkila Individual 
47 Fabian Mendez Individual 
48 Henry Pirelli Individual 
49 Angela Mendez Individual 
50 Denise Pirelli Individual 
51 Jeremiah Heikkila Individual 
52 Daniela Pirelli Individual 
53 Armando C. Pirelli Individual 
54 Mark and Linda Bassett Individual 
55 Captain and Mrs. C.W. Raesner Individual 
56 Jay and Evelyn Shaw Individual 
57 Valdez Individual 
58 Martha D. Meza Individual 
59 Mary D. Cowan Individual 
60 Vicki L. Rupert Individual 
61 Dwain S. Rupert Individual 
62 Mark Grays Individual 
63 Barbara J. Booth Individual 
64 Daniel A. Thomson Individual 

65 Ralph Phraner, Director of Water Resources Management 
Cooperating 

Agency 
66 Dick Prince Individual 
67 Lana Tyssen Individual 

 























































































































































































































































































































































 

 

 

Appendix C: 

 Cooperating Agency Invitation Letters 

  

















 

 

 

Appendix D: 

 Notice of Availability for DEIS (New Appendix) 

  



NOTICES 
 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians’ Proposed 534 Acre 

Trust Acquisition and Casino Project  
Riverside County, California  

 
 
AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, Interior. 
 
ACTION: Notice of Availability 
 
SUMMARY: This notice advises the public that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), in 
cooperation with the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians (Tribe), City of San Jacinto and U. S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), intends to file a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) with the EPA for the proposed 534.91± acre trust acquisition and subsequent 
construction of a hotel/casino project to be located within the City of San Jacinto, Riverside 
County, California.  Details of the proposed action, location and areas of environmental concern 
addressed in the DEIS are provided below in the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section.  
This notice provides a 75-day public comment period and thereby grants a 30-day extension to 
the normal 45-day public comment period. This notice also announces the availability of copies 
of the document and the date, time and location of a public hearing to receive comments on the 
DEIS. 
 
DATES: The DEIS will be available for public comment beginning July 2, 2009.  Written 
comments on the DEIS must arrive by September 15, 2009.   A public hearing will be held at the 
Hemet Public Library, 2nd Floor, 300 E. Latham, Hemet, CA 92543, on August 5, 2009, from 5 
p.m. to 9 p.m. or until the last public comment is received.  
 
ADDRESSES: The DEIS will be available for review at the San Jacinto Public Library, 500 
Idyllwild Dr., San Jacinto, CA 92583 and the  Hemet Public Library, 2nd Floor, 300 E. Latham, 
Hemet, CA 92543.  General information for the San Jacinto Public Library can be obtained by 
calling (951) 654-8635 and hours of operation for the Hemet Public Library can be obtained by 
calling (951) 765-2440. 
 
If you would like to obtain a copy of the DEIS, please write or call John Rydzik, Chief of the 
Division of Environmental, Cultural Resource Management and Safety, Pacific Region, Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820, Sacramento, CA 95825, telephone (916) 
978-6051.  An electronic version of the DEIS can also be viewed at 
http://team.entrix.com/clientsite/soboba.nsf 
 
You may mail or hand carry written comments to Dale Morris, Regional Director, Pacific 

http://team.entrix.com/clientsite/soboba.nsf


  

Region, Bureau of Indian Affairs 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825.  Please 
include your name, return address, and the caption: ‘‘DEIS Comments, Soboba Band of Luiseño 
Indians’ Casino Project’’, on the first page of your written comments.   
 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John Rydzik, (916) 978-6051, or by mail at 
Pacific Region, Bureau of Indian Affairs 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825. 
 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians (Tribe) has 
requested the BIA to acquire 34 parcels totaling 534.91± acres of land currently held in fee by 
the Tribe into trust, of which the Tribe proposes to develop approximately 55 acres into a 
destination hotel/casino complex.  The Tribe proposes to relocate its existing casino, which 
presently resides on trust lands, to the project site.  In addition to the fee-to-trust action and 
casino relocation, the proposed action also includes the development of a 300-room hotel, casino, 
restaurants, retail establishments, a convention center, an events arena, and a spa and fitness 
center, within a 729,500± square-foot complex.  The proposed developments also include a 
Tribal fire station, and a 12-pump gas station with a 6,000 square-foot convenience store.   
 
Approximately 300 acres (56 percent) of the project site is incorporated in the City of San 
Jacinto, California while the remainder is within unincorporated Riverside County, California.  
The proposed hotel and casino complex would be generally located at the intersection of Soboba 
Road and Lake Park Drive and abut the existing Soboba Springs Country Club.  Lake Park Drive 
may or may not be realigned as part of the proposed action contingent upon consultation with the 
City of San Jacinto.   
 
The BIA serves as the Lead Agency for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).  The U.S. EPA and the City of San Jacinto have accepted invitations to be Cooperating 
Agencies, as entities having jurisdiction by law or special expertise relevant to environmental 
issues.  A public scoping meeting was held by the BIA on January 8, 2008 at the Hemet Public 
Library in Hemet, California. From that scoping meeting, a range of project alternatives were 
developed and subsequently analyzed in the DEIS, including: (1) Proposed Action A – 
Hotel/Casino Complex with Realignment of Lake Park Drive; (2) Proposed Action B – 
Hotel/Casino Complex without Realignment of Lake Park Drive; (3) Reduced Hotel/Casino 
Complex; (4) Hotel and Convention Center (No Casino Relocation) (5) Commercial Enterprise 
(No Casino or Hotel); and (6) No Action alternative.  Environmental issues addressed in the 
DEIS include land resources; water resources; air quality; biological resources; cultural 
resources; economic and socioeconomic conditions; resource use patterns; public services; other 
values including noise, hazardous materials, and visual resources; cumulative effects; indirect 
effects; growth inducing effects; and mitigation measures. 
 
Public Comment Solicitation 
 
Written comments, including names and addresses of respondents, will be available for public 
review at the BIA mailing address shown in the ADDRESSES section, during regular business 
hours, 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, except holidays.  Individual respondents may 
request confidentiality.  If you wish us to withhold your name and/or address from public review 
or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you must state this prominently at the 



  

beginning of your written comment.  Such requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law.  
Anonymous comments will not, however, be considered.  All submissions from organizations or 
businesses, and from individuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses, will be made available for public inspection in their entirety. 
 
Authority 
 
This notice is published pursuant to Sec. 1503.1 of the Council of Environmental Quality 
Regulations (40 CFR, Part 1500 through 1508) implementing the procedural requirements of the 
NEPA of 1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.), Department of the Interior Manual (516 
DM 1-6) and is in the exercise of authority delegated to the Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs 
by 209 DM 8.l. 
 
Dated: July 02, 2009 
 
[Name] 
Assistant Secretary – Indian Affairs 
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